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RF(2)Al8 11 June, 1984
To: Members of the Regional Fisheries 
Advisory Committee:
T.A.F. Barnes (Chairman); J.S. Bailey;
R. Bailey; A.G.R. Brown; F. Bunting;
J.M. Croft; P. Ecroyd; J.H. Fell;
C. Holland; R.D. Houghton; B. Irving;
G. Mann; P. Neal; J.B. Oldfield;
Dr. Pugh-Thomas; A. Richardson;
J.B. Robinson.
Dear Sir,
Please attend a meeting of the REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
to be held at 2.15 p.m. on MONDAY, 18 JUNE 1984 at the SOUTH CUMBRIA 
AREA OFFICE of the RIVERS DIVISION, BEATHWAITE, LEVENS, KENDAL, 
for consideration of the following business. The meeting will be 
preceeded by an inspection of sites for fish passes on the River 
Kent in the Kendal area. Members are asked to meet at the Levens 
Office at 10.30 a.m. when there will be a short description of the 
project. The coach will leave Levens at 11.00 a.m. for the tour of
1. Apologies for absence.
2. Minutes of the last meeting (previously circulated and approved 
by the Board on 6 February 1984).
3. Notes of Fisheries Liaison Meetings
(a) Northern Group - 22 May 1984
(b) Southern Group - 23 May 1984
4. Fishing Licence Duties.
5. Fixed Engines - Champion - v - Maughan and Another.
6. The Flimby Arrangement.
7. Fishing Offences Processed 1983/84.
8. Diseases of Fish Acts 1937 and 1983.
9. use of Rotenone in the Lancaster Canal at Stainton.
10. Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act 1975, s.21 - Application 
for Extension of the Eel Netting season.
11. Appointment of Fisheries Representatives to Local Land Drainage 
Advisory Committees.
12. Liaison with Sea Fisheries Committees.
inspection Yours faithfully,
W. H. CRACKLE, 
Secretary and Solicitor
A G E N D A
13. Other business.
Item No.
BF(1)A26
MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
30 JANUARY, 1984
Presents T.A.F. Barnes (Chairman)
R. Bailey
A.G.R. Brown
F. Bunting 
J.M. Croft 
P. Ecroyd 
J .II. Fell 
C. Holland
J.B. Robinson
R.D. Houghton
B. Irving 
George Mann 
P. Neil
Bryan'Oldfield 
Dr. M. Pugh-Thomas
A. Richardson
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
An apology for absence was received from Mr. J.S. Bailey.
MINUTES OF THE LAST MEETING 
RESOLVED:
That the minutes of the last meeting of the Committee held on 
27 June 1983 be approved as a correct record and signed by the 
Chairman.
REPRESENTATION OF LOCAL FISHERIES INTERESTS
Members were advised that the revised constitution of the regional 
committee meant that there was no real need to retain formal local 
advisory committees and that new ways of bringing local knowledge 
and opinions to the Committee should be sought. It was suggested 
that the local advisory committees should be replaced by relatively 
informal liaison meetings between the Authority and the consultative 
associations on a geographical basis. It was envisaged that these 
meetings would be held annually, one for the north and one for the 
south of the Region, and that special meetings could be held if the 
need arose.
RECOMMENDED:
The Board be asked to agree that
(1) the three local fisheries advisory committees be abolished;
and
(2) the Consultative Associations each be invited to nominate 
four representatives to attend annual liaison meetings to be 
arranged in accordance with the proposals set out in the 
report now submitted.
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DATES OF FUTURE MEETINGS
Members were advised that the Board had asked the Committee to submit 
dates and venues for meetings in 1984.
RECOMMENDED:
That two further meetings be held in 1984 on 18 June in the 
Cumbria area and 15 October in the Lancashire area.
FYKE NETS
The Committee considered three cases involving the use of fyke nets. 
RECOMMENDED:
(1) That MAFF be asked to vary the application for Mr. P.N. 
Carruthers of Akebank Farm, Mosser, Cockermouth, for perm­
ission to use fyke nets in Loweswater to take pike, to 
include the additional lakes listed in the report, subject 
to the following requirements:-
(a) where practical, the fish be returned to the approp­
riate lake after stripping;
(b) annual returns of the number of fish taken and returned, 
be submitted to the Authority; and
(c) the Order should limit the use of the nets to a period 
of three years initially.
(2) That the application submitted to MAFF for a byelaw to 
protect otters from fyke nets be left in abeyance.
(3) That subject to regular monitoring- of catches and confir­
mation that the nets shall not be set above the low water 
mark, MAFF consent be sought to enable Mr. D. Evans Stone 
Jetty, Marine Road, Morecambe, to use fyke nets to take eels 
from the areas indicated on the plan submitted by him during 
the months of April to June 1984 inclusive.
APPLICATION TO USE ROTENONE FISH TOXICANT
Members were informed that, following an experiment by Liverpool 
University into the use of grass carp for weed control in the 
Lancaster Canal near Stainton, the University were anxious to recover 
all the grass carp involved. They intended to use netting and 
electro fishing to remove alive as many fish as possible, but would 
subsequently like to use Rotenone fish toxicant to ensure total 
removal from the short section of the canal involved.
RECOMMENDED:
That an application for approval to use Rotenone fish toxicant 
be submitted to the Ministry.
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7. DUNSOP TROUT FARM - ESTABLISHMENT OF MIGRATORY FISH REARING FACILITIES
At Its meeting on 25 April 1983, the Regional Fisheries Advisory 
Committee reguested the officers to investigate the practicality of 
establishing a fish hatchery at Dunsop Bridge. Investigations had 
indicated that capital and annual running costs for a hatchery on the 
Dunsop site would be high and a continuous supply of additional high 
quality water could not be guaranteed.
RECOMMENDED:
That the development of a fish hatchery at the Dunsop site 
be not pursued, but that investigations into hatchery facilities 
generally throughout the region be continued.
8. THE DECLINE OF SALMON AND SEA TROUT CATCHES IN SOUTH CUMBRIA
Members were informed that in 1983 concern was expressed by the former 
Central Area FAC at the decline of migratory fish catches in some 
rivers in South Cumbria and it was suggested that an immediate large- 
scale stocking programme should be undertaken. Officers had assessed 
the scale of the problem, the area affected and the likelihood of 
its success. They concluded that a large scale stocking programme 
would be impracticable due to the limited availability of suitable 
nursery streams. Moreover, the likely benefits of such a programme 
were uncertain, as indicated by smolt stocking work over 5 years on 
the River Leven.
RECOMMENDED:
That the restocking programme advocated by the former local 
Committee be not carried out.
9. DECLINE OF SALMON STOCKS IN THE RIVER EDEN 
Members considered a report from the River Eden and District Fisheries 
Association about the decline in salmon stocks in the river Eden. The 
report had already been considered by the officers who had commented 
on it in general and who now submitted more detailed comments on 
specific points. Mr. Ecroyd commented that tighter regulation, or 
even reduction, of netting might be required, together with variation 
of the close season and weekly close time. Any stock improvement 
would be likely to be a benefit primarily to netting interests and not 
to the river as a whole. He felt that this question would be a 
suitable topic for discussion at a future area liaision meeting.
10. APPOINTMENT OF RESERVE BAILIFFS
The Authority had approved a scheme to appoint a number of reserve 
Bailiffs in north and south Cumbria to reinforce the full-time 
bailiff force, but the trade unions were opposed to the scheme on the 
grounds that it threatened the jobs of Bailiffs and a formal dispute 
had been declared. Further discussions were to take place in February.
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11. FISHERIES IMPROVEMENT GRANT AND FISHERIES EQUIPMENT ID AN SCHEMES
Members noted that these two schemes were inaugurated in April 1983 
and that one application for grant had been received and was being 
processed. Fisheries equipment had been purchased for the loan pool 
but here again trade union opposition to the scheme on the grounds 
that it represented a threat to the jobs of Bailiffs had made the 
scheme inoperable. Further discussions were to take place in February.
RF(2)Al
Item No,
NOTES OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
AND REPRESENTATIVES OF FISHERY CONSULTATIVE ASSOCIATIONS 
NORTH OF THE RIVER RIBBLE HELD AT AMBLESIDE ON 22 MAY 1984
PRESENT:
Representing North West Water Authority 
T.A.F. Barnes 
J.D. Kelsall
C. Harpley 
J.D. Giddens
Representing Esk and Liddle 
R. Groom
B. Jones
Representing Eden and District 
A. Birkenshaw 
J. Thompson 
E. Cave 
R.P. Mason
Representing South and West Cumbria 
A. Moffatt 
S.G. Payne 
J. Abernethy
A. Marshall
Representing Lune and Wyre 
J.C. Mathews 
J.M. Croft
S.P. Pease 
L.W. Clarke
Representing Furness and District 
R. Harper
H.B. Whitham 
J.H. Fell
L. Dawson
1. FISHING LICENCE DUTIES
Mr. Barnes told representatives that the Authority now recognised that 
it had made a mistake in abandoning the part season licence for salmon 
fishing, and that the re-introduction of this licence was evidence 
that the Authority was prepared to learn by its mistakes. There was 
some discussion, led principally by Mr. J.H. Fell, about the ratio 
between the cost of the part season concessionary licence and the 
seven day licence and it was suggested that the cost of the seven day 
licence could be reduced to £5. Alternatively, a daily licence 
could be introduced at a cost of, say, £3. Mr. Barnes explained that 
the Authority was trying to reduce the number of different licences 
issued because of administrative and printing costs, and that whilst 
a single licence would be the most obvious solution, political
repercussions made that impossible. Eventually, paving listened to a 
plea from Mr. Birkenshaw for a reduction in the cost of the trout 
licence, the representatives agreed that the proposals for fishing 
licence duties were acceptable.
DISEASES OF FISH ACTS 1937 AND 1983
The report the Regional Fisheries Officer was accepted in full by the 
representatives at the meeting, although several expressed concern 
about the possibility of local trout catching diseases from infected 
fish which had been introduced to a river system. Mr. Kelsall 
informed the representatives that scientists from the Ministry 
of Agriculture Fisheries and Food had explained that the diseases 
formerly covered by a Restriction of Movement Order under the 1937 
Act, only clinically affected fish in farms where fry were concen­
trated in tanks and would be unlikely to infect native fish. In 
response to a question from Mr. Mason concerning pollution from fish 
farms, Mr. Barnes indicated that attempts were being made to bring 
fish farms within the range of planning consents so that pollution 
could be controlled.
DECLINE OF SALMON STOCKS IN THE RIVER EDEN
Opening the debate on this subject Dr. Harpley said that salmon 
catches on the Solway in 1983 were the highest on record and total 
catches in the Eden were back to record year levels. However, the 
distribution of those catches was completely different, the majority 
of fish being caught in nets rather than by rod and line. Mr. Croft 
stated that this summed up the problem of all rivers in the area; the 
fish population had been so reduced by netting, that spring and 
summer runs no longer existed. The result of this was that people 
would not purchase salmon and rod licences for a full season when 
they knew they would never be able to use them effectively. It was 
suggested that the Authority or the Ministry should "buy-out" the nets 
in order to protect fish stocks, but Mr. Barnes pointed out that 
different rules apply in Scotland and England and what we did to 
protect our stocks would not necessarily be followed by fishermen on 
the Scottish shore of the Solway. Problems on the Border rivers were 
being discussed but unfortunately little progress was being made 
despite constant pressure from this Authority. Referring to table A 
in the appendix to the report, several representatives pointed out 
that whilst all rivers in England and Wales had recorded reductions in 
the number of salmon caught by rod and line, the reduction in the Eden 
and other Cumbrian rivers had been even greater, and the signs of 
improvements throughout the country following the serious decline due 
to disease in 1967 had not been reflected in the Cumbrian rivers. 
Suggested reasons for this decline included improved land drainage 
which caused more rapid run-off in rivers, the abolition of the 
hill farm lime subsidy which might be linked with the acid rain 
problem, and increased afforestation. However, the general feeling 
amongst representatives placed silage production as the most serious 
problem affecting fish stocks, it being suggested that only one 
pollution incident every two or three years could kill off the entire 
population of juvenile salmon, thus reducing overall productivity in 
the catchment. Whilst accepting that all these problems could
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seriously affect the fish population, particularly in small feeder 
streams, Mr. Barnes suggested that the most likely reason for the 
decline in fish stocks was that we were in the particular stage of a 
cycle where runs of spring ;fish are greatly reduced whilst runs of 
grilse and autumn fish are correspondingly increased. Hopefully as 
the cycle progressed, an upturn in the future would increase stocks 
and improve angling.
4. ITEMS SUBMITTED BY FISHERIES CONSULTATIVE ASSOCIATION FOR DISCUSSION
It was agreed that items submitted by South and West Cumberland 
Fisheries Association concerning gravel beds at Northside footbridge 
and blockages at Salmon Hall coops would be investigated by the 
Authority*s Area Fisheries Officer.
5. AREA FISHERIES OFFICERS REPORT
The Area Fisheries Officer reported on aspects of current work 
in the northern area, including repairs to fish counters on the rivers 
Kent and Duddon, the construction of a fish counter on the river Esk, 
liaison with the Gas Board about the laying of the new gas pipeline, 
removal of the restriction order placed on Holmwrangle Hatchery and 
poaching problems in Cumbria.
6. APPOINTMENT OF RESERVE BAILIFFS
Mr. Barnes reported that the Authority had authorised the appointment 
of a number of local people to act as part time bailiffs in the 
Derwent and Eden areas. These men would be on call and would enable 
the Authority quickly to increase its manpower at times when the 
regular bailiff force was over extended. The reserve bailiffs would 
be paid only when working and it was hoped that, after training during 
the summer, they would be available for call out by autumn. Cumbria 
Police were particularly interested in anti poaching work generally 
and had set up excellent liaison with the Authority to exchange 
information and discuss problems.
7. GENERAL MATTERS
It was suggested that a form of quota system was needed to limit 
the take of salmon entering rivers to spawn but Mr. Kelsall 
explained that this could not be applied in this country under 
existing law. The proposed salmon tagging system might eventually 
help in this direction. Although there were still problems connected 
with the tagging of salmon in Scotland under investigation, it was 
almost certain that the tagging system would go ahead in England and 
Wales and possibly Scotland. The scheme would need to be sufficiently 
flexible to allow rapid changes so that problems could be dealt with 
quickly as they arose. An example of this was the difficulty of 
distinguishing between salmon and sea trout, and it was likely that 
the latter would in due course be included in the tagging scheme.
Dr. Abernethy suggested that more than one liaison meeting was 
needed each year, and it would be helpful if the papers could be sent 
to representatives at least two to three weeks before hand.
Mr. Barnes said that the Regional Fisheries Advisory Committee had 
decided that the liaison meetings should be on an annual basis but had 
emphasised that special meetings could be called if necessary. 
All the representatives agreed that the meeting had been a success and 
applauded the initiative of the Authority in establishing this link 
with local fisheries interests.
Item Ho. 3 B
RF(2)A7
NOTES OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE NORTH WEST WATER AUTHORITY 
AND REPRESENTATIVES OF FISHERY CONSULTATIVE ASSOCIATIONS 
SOUTH OF THE RIVER RIBBLE HELD AT LEIGH ON 23 MAY 1984
PRESENT:
Representing North West Water Authority 
L. Crowther 
J.D. Kelsall 
R. Parker
Representing Ribble Fisheries Association 
J.C. Lord 
Dr. F.S. Martin 
Prof. W. Kershaw
D.S. Sodo
Representing Lancashire Fisheries Association
A.G.R. Brown
B.J. Kelleher
G. Wilson
E. Houghton
Representing Mersey and Weaver Fisheries Associaiton
C. Holland 
P. Neal
J.A. Shanahan
1. FISHING LICENCE DUTIES
Mr. Crowther explained that the proposals set out in the paper had 
been developed from last year's sales figures and were to be presented 
to the Regional Fisheries Advisory Committee on 18 June together with 
any comments from the Fisheries Liaison meetings. Last year's sales 
had shown that the abolition of the part season licence for salmon was 
a mistake, and also that the cost of the full season salmon fishing 
licence was too high. The current proposals were intended to remedy 
that mistake. It was generally accepted that the ideal solution would 
be a single fishing licence but this was not possible in the short 
term. Attempts to simplify the structure had been made without 
success because of the interests of different groups of fishermen. 
There was general agreement with a suggestion from Mr. Sodo that the 
structure could be reduced to two rod licences, one for coarse fish 
and one for game fish and Mr. Crowther agreed to examine this and 
discuss with MAFF the licence structures in other water authorities. 
However, any changes resulting from this suggestion would probably 
have to be phased in over a period of years and would have to be based 
on the costs of running fisheries services. There was a short 
discussion about the problems of catch returns and various incentives 
were suggested to try to persuade fishermen to complete these returns. 
Mr. Kelsall felt that the salmon tagging scheme would ensure that 
proper returns were submitted because the number of tags issued would 
be based on the number of fish caught. As regards the freshwater fish 
licence, the 20p surcharge for the loan of equipment and grant aid
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schemes would be consolidated within the total licence fee. The 
equipment loan and reserve bailiff schemes (the latter in two areas 
only) were now operational for a trial period of 12 months and 
the Authority was hoping that angling clubs would make use of both 
the equipment loan and grant aid schemes. It was agreed to notify 
the press that the schemes were now in operation and because of 
difficulties concerning interpretation of paragraph 6(a) on the grant 
application form, that the form should be amended. In response to a 
question from Mr. J.A. Shanahan, Mr. Kelsall confirmed that any 
equipment borrowed from the Authority by an angling club must be 
separately insured to protect the borrower.
2. INGESTION OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS BY FISH
Prof. Kershaw informed the representatives that considerable monitor­
ing of coastal waters had shown radiation levels to be steady. 
However, there was a time lag of 2 years between the samples being 
taken and publication of the results and in view of the recent 
incidents concerning the outfall from the Sellafield plant, he 
felt that this delay was inexcusable. The amount of radioactivity 
off Sellafield for a distance of 5 miles out to sea was some 20 
times stronger than off the Ribble estuary. This meant that fish 
entering the Cumbrian rivers not only had to pass through this radio 
active material but might have to remain in radioactive water for 
some time before entering the river. Because fish presently in the 
Cumbrian rivers might have been affected by the Sellafield incident. 
Prof. Kershaw suggested that the Regional Fisheries Advisory Committee 
should be asked to press for some investigation to be carried out. 
Mr. Crowther said that the Authority had neither the facilities nor 
the experience to deal with such Investigations and had accepted some 
time ago that matters concerning radioactivity were the responsibility 
of the Radio Chemical Inspectorate. While the Authority probably 
could do little about delays in publishing results of sampling, there 
would be no harm in asking the Inspectorate if they had carried 
out any investigations into the effects of radio activity on migratory 
fish, particularly as a result of the recent incident, and if so, what 
the results were. Any reply would be copied to all representatives at 
the meeting.
3. PROPOSED BAN ON MAGGOT DYES
Mr. B.J. Kelleher stated that recent investigations by the University 
of East Anglia had shown that chrysiodine, auromine, and rhodzmine 
dyes used for colouring maggots were cancer forming and that the 
National Federation of Anglers were trying to have them banned. In 
reply, Mr. Crowther said that individual water authorities had no 
suitable bylaws which could be used to introduce such a ban and it was 
unlikely that such a bylaw could be introduced quickly. He suggested 
that, the National Federation of Anglers should write direct to the 
Water Authorities Association and to the Ministry of Agriculture 
Fisheries and Food requesting that action be taken, possibly by means 
of an order under the Food and Drugs Act.
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4. PRIVATE HATCHERIES
In response to a question from Mr. Kelleher about the possibility of 
the Authority having a hatchery at Fiddlers Ferry power station, 
Mr. Kelsall explained that the Authority, had been cooperating 
with Rank Hovis McDougal (RHM) with a view to developing a joint warm 
water installation at this site. RHM were prepared to provide the 
necessary capital in return for technical assistance from the 
Authority. Financial pressures had led RHM to withdraw from the 
project, and the Central Electricity Generating Board had subsequently 
indicated that they were only interested in commercial fish farming 
developments at the site. Investigations were continuing into the 
possibility of a hatchery at Leyland sewage works, but it was too 
early to make any decision on the feasibility of this project. The 
Authority operated a stock pond at Bostock Hall, Middlewich, and had 
been looking at ponds in the Chorley area, but most ponds which were 
suitable for this purpose were already in use by angling clubs.
5. GENERAL MATTERS
(a) Pollution
A number of representatives urged the Authority to take firmer 
action against persons who pollute watercourses, and it was 
suggested that pollution Of nursery streams by sileage liquor and 
farm effluent was causing greater havoc than poaching by 
destroying stocks of juvenile migratory fish. Mr. Crowther 
explained that in conjunction with the National Farmers Union and 
the Country Landowners Association, the Authority had led an 
intensive campaign to try to persuade farmers to take greater 
care when making silage. The campaign had very little effect so 
the Authority had now decided to prosecute whenever there was 
sufficient evidence. This had led to a ten-fold increase in the 
number of prosecutions and had resulted in some very high fines. 
Mr. Neal complained that the Fisheries Associations were not 
receiving any information about incidents which they had reported 
despite promises that they would be kept informed. Mr. Crowther 
agreed to take the matter up with the officer concerned. He also 
agreed to investigate the use by the Authority of a dragline 
excavator in Langden Brook immediately prior to the spawning 
season, although preliminary electro fishing had indicated that 
damage to fish stocks was minimal. Representatives suggested 
that too much emphasis was being placed on hatchery work, and 
that pollution prevention would be more beneficial to fisheries.
(b) Information
Mr. Kelleher complained about the lack of information about 
the introduction of new bylaws, particularly concerning the 
annual close season for char, and also the fact that skelly 
were now being regarded as game fish by bailiffs without anglers 
being notified of the change. After Mr. Crowther had explained 
the problems and delays in obtaining confirmation of the bylaws 
which had been submitted to the Ministry some 2.5 years ago, 
Mr. Kelsall said that until the end of June the Authority did
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not propose to prosecute anglers who were unaware of new bylaws 
unless they ignored warnings or were found committing the same 
offence a second time. He was unaware of the problem concerning 
skelly and would look into this.
(c) Fisheries liaison meeting
Mr. Lord claimed that the Ribble Fisheries Association were 
mainly concerned with game fishing and should be associated 
with the northern group meeting rather than the southern group. 
Mr. Crowther accepted this point but said that one of the 
objectives of the liaison meetings had been to let both the game 
and the coarse fishermen see the other person's point of view. 
The representatives expressed their appreciation of the meeting 
but suggested that there should be two meetings each year, 
preferably on dates which were fixed. Mr. Crowther said that 
these comments would be reported back to the Regional Fisheries 
Advisory Committee, but the committee would probably feel that 
one annual liaison meeting for each group was sufficient, in view 
of the proviso that additional meetings could be called if 
necessary.
ftem No.
RF(2)A12
NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984
FISHING LICENCE DUTIES
1. On 6 February 1984 as part of its consideration of the budget and 
charges for 1984/85, the Board requested the Committee to formulate 
proposals for fishing licence duties to be effective from 1 January 
1985. Any variation of licence duties requires local consultation 
and public advertisement within the region, and, subsequently, the 
approval of the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food.
2. The officers have considered what changes to the licence structure and 
charges might be desirable in the light of the out-turn of licence 
revenue achieved in 1983, and their proposals were accepted by the 
Board at its meeting on 14 May.
3. Following a major restructuring of licence duties which was effective 
from 1 January 1983, an increase of 5% was applied to all rod licence 
duties w.e.f. 1 January 1984, in order to maintain the "real" value 
of the duties. Assessment of the effect of the changes made in 1983 
showed that total revenue from rod licences in that year amounted to 
£360,000 compared with the target of £400,000. This shortfall res­
ulted from a significant reduction in the number of salmon licences 
sold which was only partly off-set by some increase in the sales of 
migratory trout licences. The reduction in sales of salmon licences 
was attributed to the withdrawal, in 1983, of the part-season salmon 
licence at a time when the effective fishing season for salmon is of 
very limited duration as a result of the later runs of fish which 
commonly occur on many rivers. Attention was drawn to this point, in 
correspondence, by a considerable number of anglers who contended 
that the charge for a season licence, in these circumstances, was 
unreasonably high. It was, therefore, recommended that this part- 
season (from 1 June) licence should be re-introduced and that a modest 
reduction should be made in the charge for a full-season licence. It 
was, further, recommended that the charge for a 7-day licence should 
be increased with a view to reducing the differential between its 
cost and that of a season licence. A similar upward adjustment to 
migratory trout licences was proposed in order, again, to reduce the 
differential between their cost and that of salmon licences.
4. As regards the coarse fishing licence, it was recommended that the 
surcharge of 20p. for the loan of equipment and improvement grant 
schemes should be consolidated within the total licence duty. It is 
intended to continue the provision of grant-aid to approved fishery 
improvement schemes and also the free loan of equipment to angling 
clubs, and the cost of such provision would be met from the fishery 
budget determined annually by the Board.
The suggested licence duties to be effective from 1 January 1985 are 
as followss-
Present
duties
£
Revised
duties
£
(i) Salmon - season
part season from June 1 
Season concessionary 
Part season concession­
ary
Seven day
(ii) Migratory trout 
Season
Season concessionary 
Seven day
(iii) Non-migratory trout
(brown trout, rainbow trout 
and char)
Season
Season concessionary 
Seven day
(iv) Freshwater fish and eels 
Season
Season concessionary 
Seven day
28.50
14.25
4.75
9.50
4.75
1.60
4.20
2.10
1.00
3.40
1.70
1.00
25.00
17.00 
12.75
8.50
6.00
10.50
5.25
2.75
4.50 
2.25
1.50
3.40
1.70
1.00
The concessionary seasonal licences are issued to juveniles (14 - 16 
years), state retirement pensioners and registered disabled persons.
Commercial eel fishing and nets and fixed-engines fishing licence 
duties
It is suggested that duties for these licences be increased by 5% as 
follows:-
Present
duties
£
Revised
duties
£
COMMERCIAL EEL FISHING 
Fixed eel traps
Eel or fyke nets
Traps, putcheons or 
baskets
36.30 per trap 38.10 
per annum
0.70 per net 0.75
per annum 
7.25 per 25 (or 7.60 
part thereof) 
per annum
NETS AND FIXED ENGINES
(Area within the boundaries 
of the former Cumberland 
River Authority)
3Present
duties
£
Revised
duties
£
Whole area drift, hang or 151.00 
whammel net (not exceeding 
275m in length when wet)
159.00
River Ehen , draw, draft 363.00
or seine net (not 
exceeding 275m in length 
when wet
381.00
Whole area heave or haaf 
net
River Eden coop 
River Derwent coop 
South West Cumberland 
garth 157.00
30.00
142.00
315.00
31.50
149.00
331.00
165.00
NETS
-5
(Area within the boundaries 
of the former Lancashire 
River Authority)
River Ribble, drift hang or 
whammel net (not exceeding
140m in length when wet) 97.00 102.00
River Lune, drift, hang or 
whammel net (not exceeding
300m in length when wet) 161.00 169.00
River Lune, draw, draft or 
seine net (not exceeding
185m in length when wet) 140.00 147.00
River Duddon, draw, draft 
or seine net (not exceeding
18 5m in length when wet) 133.00 140.00
River Lune: heave or haaf net 62.00 65.00
River Kent: lave net 73.00 76.50
River Leven: lave net 60.00 63.00
It has been the practice in the past to attempt two exercises:-
(a) a precise costing of the existing and proposed licences based on 
the amount of each licence multiplied by the numbers likely to be 
sold,
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■and
(b) a comparison of the total figure so derived with the expenditure 
on fisheries to establish what percentage of that expenditure 
is being recovered from anglers/netsmen (and conversely what 
percentage is being recovered from water charge-payers via the 
Environmental Services Charge).
On that basis the 1984-85 budget includes the following figures:-
Gross expenditure on fisheries 1,559,000
Income from licences 427,000
1,132,000
8. The exercises described above have not been under taken in quite 
the same way for the purposes of this report for two basic reasons. 
First, as indicated earlier, there is evidence of 'consumer 
resistance' to the existing charges structure. This makes the task of 
estimating/ extrapolating likely sales very problematical. Secondly, 
the reintroduction of part season salmon licences with no recent data 
on which to estimate sales is an additional uncertainty. In broad 
terms, the revised duties proposed are forecast to increase income by 
some £40,000 over that likely to be received in the current calendar 
year.
9. The licence duty proposals were discussed at both the Northern and 
Southern Fisheries liaison meetings during May. All representatives 
welcomed the reintroduction of the part season licence for salmon, and 
agreed that the proposed duties were reasonable. There were some 
suggestions at the Northern meeting that the cost of the seven day 
salmon licence was high in view of the low number of fish caught, and 
that the introduction of a one day salmon licence at a cost of, say, 
£3 should be considered. However, the representatives were not 
generally in favour of this idea.
Both meetings felt that the fishing licence structure operated by the 
Authority was unwieldy, but recognised that any proposals for its 
further simplification would need to be a long rather than short term 
development. Representatives were advised that the officers would 
prefer a simplified structure, but that attempts to introduce changes 
in the past had met with such strong opposition from one or another 
section of angling interests that the Minister would have been most 
unlikely to approve the proposals.
Various suggestions for improving the structure were put forward, and 
these will be examined for feasibility by the officers during the next 
twelve months.
item No.
RF(2)A5
NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984
FIXED ENGINES - CHAMPION - V - MAUGHAN AND MOTHER
1. Section 6(1) of the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act 1975 provides 
that,
"Any person who:-
(a) places a fixed engine in any inland or tidal waters or
(b) uses an unauthorised fixed engine for taking or facilitating 
the taking of salmon or migratory trout or for detaining or 
obstructing the free passage of salmon or migratory trout in any 
such waters,
shall be guilty of an offence".
2. In November 1981, a bailiff employed by Northumbrian Water Authority 
(NWA) stopped three men who admitted they had piaced a fixed net in 
position at Cambois beach to catch cod. They were brought before 
the Magistrates Court at Ashington on 13 January 1983, where the case 
against them was dismissed.
3. in December 1983, NWA appealed against the justices decision by way of 
case stated. This is a type of appeal where a statement is prepared 
by the Magistrates Court for the opinion of the High Court on a point 
of law. The issue before the High Court was whether s6 (1) (a) of the 
1975 Act created an absolute offence, or whether the qualifying words 
in paragraph (b) of s6(1) relating to taking or facilitating or 
detaining or obstructing ought to be implied into paragraph (a) .
4. The main submissions on behalf of NWA were that the words of paragraph
(a) were beyond any possible ambiguity or doubt, and that they clearly 
distinguished between a person who placed a fixed engine and one who 
used a fixed engine which was already in position. Mr. Maughan argued 
that the qualifying words in paragraph (b) ought to be implied into 
paragraph (a) ; that previous statutes relating to this topic did not 
attempt to distinguish between the placer and user of a fixed engine, 
both of whom were qualified by the need for proof that the placing or 
using was for the purpose of taking or facilitating the taking of 
salmon or migratory trout; and that if the section was absolute, 
difficulties would be experienced all over the country by persons 
wishing to fish for other than salmon or migratory trout.
5. After reviewing the case, the High Court agreed that the words in 
s6(1)(a) created an absolute offence applicable to any person placing 
any fixed engine in tidal waters, notwithstanding that there was no 
intention to obstruct the passage of salmon or migratory trout.
The appeal was allowed, and the case was remitted to the magistrates 
with a direction to convict.
Item Wo. 6
RF(2)A6
NORTH WEST WATER
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18 JUNE 1984
THE FLIMBY ARRANGEMENT
1. In January 1980, at the request of Mr. D. Campbe11-Savours, MP for 
Workington, meetings were held in the West Cumbria area to discuss 
interpretation of section 6(1)(a) of the Salmon and Freshwater 
Fisheries Act 1975. The Authority contended that the mere placing of 
a fixed engine in inland or tidal waters constituted an offence, but 
Mr. Campbe11-Savours was concerned about this interpretation and its 
impact upon certain of his constituents who were fishermen setting 
fixed nets to catch sea fish. Both parties had been in contact with 
the Ministry of Agriculture Fisheries and Food outlining the problems 
caused by this section of the 1975 Act and had suggested the need for 
amending legislation, albeit without success,
2. At a meeting on 10 April 1980, it was agreed that:-
(a) the Authority would not prosecute under section 6(1) (a) of the 
1975 Act unless it was satisfied that the fixed engine was placed 
for the purpose of taking or facilitating the taking of salmon or 
migratory trout;
(b) the Authority would supply lists of Bailiff's telephone numbers 
so that fishermen could hand over any salmon or migratory trout 
accidentally caught in a fixed engine; and
(c) all nets should be clearly marked with the owner's name and 
address.
These arrangements (which became known as the Flimby Arrangement) were 
reported to the Regional Fisheries Advisory Committee on 27 July
1980.
3. The arrangements were originally opposed by many people and organi­
sations, but the Authority persuaded them that they should be given a 
fair trial and, with modifications, they operated until the end of
1983.
4. Unfortunately there have been regular breaches of the arrangements 
and animosity between the Flimby fishermen and Authority bailiffs 
trying to carry out their duties. In addition, the Authority's 
ability to enforce the 1975 Act in the Flimby area has been undermined 
and magistrates have refused to convict offenders because of the exis­
tence of the arrangements.
5. In view of comments from the Chairman of the Maryport Magistrates 
that the arrangements were tending to confuse the magistrates, and 
experience during the last four years, the Authority decided that the 
arrangements could no longer be justified and they were, therefore, 
terminated at the end of 1983.
RP(2)Al7
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NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984 
FISHING OFFENCES PROCESSED 1983/84
1. The annual summary of fishing offences and prosecutions processed by 
the Authority during 1983/84 is set out below
1982/83 1983/84
Total offence reports 813 839
Prosecutions 463 519
Not prosecuted 350 320
Fines £17,381 £16,630
Cost awarded to the Authority £ 4,887 £ 5,872
Fees paid to private solicitors £ 4,007 £ 6,179
2. Up to the end of March 1984, 107 persons had been prosecuted for using 
illegal instruments, 153 for byelaw offences and giving false names 
and addresses and 259 for fishing without a licence. Action short of 
prosecution was taken on a further 318 cases. In addition to the 519 
successful prosecutions 2 cases were dismissed for insufficient 
evidence.
3. Of the 107 persons prosecuted for using illegal instruments, 6 
received prison sentences ranging from 3 months to 6 months, two of 
these sentences being suspended. One offender received an order for 
40 hours community service.
4. whilst the number of persons prosecuted shows an increase compared 
with the previous year, the total fines are lower. This does not 
reflect a reduction in the level of fines but is accounted for by the 
fact that two of the cases heard in 1982/83 resulted in fines of 
approximately £5,000.
Ilcnifto. 8
RF(1)B8
NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984 
DISEASE OF FISH ACTS 1937 AND 1983
1. The Diseases of Fish Act 1983, which came into operation on 1 April
1984, makes extensive amendments and additions to the existing Act, 
the Diseases of Fish Act 1937. The most important changes involve 
extension of the scope of the Act to farmed sea fish? widening of the 
powers of Ministers to control within Great Britain the movement of 
fish and shellfish into, within and out of areas where the existence 
of fish diseases is suspected; revision of the powers of Ministers' 
inspectors in relation to these diseases; and permitting Ministers to 
make deletions from, as well as additions to, the list of notifiable 
diseases under the Act. There are new powers to provide for the 
establishment of a register of inland fish farms, marine fish farms 
and shellfish farms. Powers are also provided to require fish farmers 
to record certain information and to make it available to Ministers' 
inspectors for the purpose of preventing the spread of disease
2. A number of new regulations dealing with the making of orders, the 
form of statutory notices to be served by an inspector who suspects 
that waters are infected, and the manner in which any eggs or fish 
etc. forfeited under the Act are to be dealt with also came into force 
on 1 April. Until recently, any fish farm in England and Wales where 
whirling disease or IFN (infectious pancreatic necrosis) disease had 
been identified has been under a Restriction of Movement Order by the 
Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food under the Diseases of Fish 
Act 1937, which prohibited the movement out of the farm of live fish 
or ova without prior written permission of the Minister. However in 
February 1984 the Ministry revised this policy.
3. There is no doubt that these diseases have the potential seriously to 
affect fish under farmed conditions. Careful consideration has been 
given to the issue by the Authority of stocking consents under s.30 of 
the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act 1975 for fish from sources 
known to be infected with either of these diseases. Once introduced 
to a river system, fish can move about over a wide area and if there 
should be a fish farm on the system, they could reach its vicinity. 
If these introduced fish are infected, they could transmit the 
infection to fish on the farm. To guard against this situation 
arising, the Regional Fisheries Officer has issued the following 
advice to the Area Fisheries Officers in relation to the issue of s.30 
consents.
(a) In the case of river systems on which there are no trout farms, 
s.30 consents may be issued for the introduction of trout from 
sites infected from whirling disease or IPN.
(b) In the case of river systems where one or more trout farms exist 
and where it would be possible for fish introduced into the
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system to obtain access to the vicinity of the farm or farms, the 
attitude of each farm owner to the introduction of fish from 
whirling disease or IPN infected sites should be ascertained. In 
the event of any owner's being unwilling to have such fish 
introduced, no. s.30 consents should be issued for fish from 
infected sites.
In relation to the decision by a purchaser as to whether he wishes to 
obtain fish from an infected site, the point has been taken up with 
the Ministry that an infected farm should be required to make clear to 
a prospective purchaser that it is infected, otherwise a purchaser 
could place an order months ahead for a supply of fish, only to 
discover shortly before delivery date, when applying for a s.30 
consent, that this could not be issued for the river concerned.
Because this change in Ministry policy was introduced shortly before 
the peak time for stocking, a decision on the attitude to be adopted 
in connection with the issue of s.30 consents had to be taken urgently, 
and there was insufficient time for the matter to be considered by 
this Committee. The Chairman of the Committee, who was informed of 
the problem, agreed that the action outlined in para. 3 was reasonable 
and sensible, and the Committee is requested to confirm the policy 
which has been adopted.
RF(2)All
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NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984
USE OF ROTENONE IN THE LANCASTER CANAL AT STAINTON
1. On 30 January 1984 this Committee recommended that an application be 
submitted to the Ministry of Agriculture Fisheries and Food (MAFF) to 
allow Liverpool University to use Rotenone fish toxicant for the 
removal of grass carp from the Lancaster canal at Stainton following 
an experiment in weed control.
2. The application was approved subject to certain safeguards, and the 
exercise was carried out successfully on 9/10 May 1984. The dosage 
of Rotenone emulsion used was between 0.5 ppm and 1.0 ppm and all the 
grass carp retrieved subsequently recovered and were released in good 
condition into a section of the canal which is being used as a 
holding compound. Eight grass carp were retrieved by this means.
3. During the week prior to the exercise, 65 grass carp and 60 large 
tench had been caught by netting and removed to the holding compound. 
The few adult tench left in the experimental section were apparently 
not affected by the dosing of Rotenone used, because none was seen 
during the treatment, although tench fry and all sizes of roach, 
perch, pike and eels were affected.
4. After all the grass carp had been retrieved, a solution of potassium 
permanganate was applied to the treated sections to speed the detoxi­
fication of the Rotenone. Inspections of adjacent areas of the canal 
carried out during the exercise and on the following day indicated 
that the Rotenone had been contained in the experimental section and 
had not affected fish elsewhere.
item Mo.
RF(2)A16
NORTH WEST WATER
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18 JUNE 1984
SALMON AND FRESHWATER FISHERIES ACT 1975, S.21. 
APPLICATION FOR THE EXTENSION OF THE EEL NETTING SEASON
1. In January 1984, an application was received from a Mr. D. Evans of 
Morecambe for consent to net eels off Morecambe before the statutory 
opening date of the eel netting season on 25 June. Mr. Evans wished 
to use a large mussel purification tank which would otherwise be lying 
idle after the end of the mussel season (which extends from November 
to March) for holding live eels.
The Committee considered that Mr. Evans' case justified seeking the 
consent of the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food to the 
extension of the season as requested, and this was obtained.
2. A similar request for extension of the eel netting season has now 
been received from a Mr. C. Worthington of Lancaster. This applicant 
has merely stated that he is a full-time fisherman who has held eel 
licences in the past and that whitebait nets which are set in the area 
where he wishes to fish do not catch migrating smolts. The local 
bailiff, however, reports that the latter statement is not correct and 
that these nets have been known to take as many as 50 smolts on a 
tide. It is not considered that any special circumstances, comparable 
with those in Mr. Evans' case, exist in relation to Mr. Worthington 
and it is therefore recommended that his application should not be 
approved.
Item No. 1 1
NORTH WEST WATER
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
18 JUNE 1984
APPOINTMENT OF FISHERIES REPRESENTATIVES TO 
LOCAL LAND DRAINAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEES
RF(2)/A12
1. The constitution of the Land Drainage Advisory Committees provides 
for the appointment of fisheries representatives thereon and the 
members presently serving in that capacity are as set out below;-
Advisory Committee Fisheries Representatives
Cumberland Mr. E .P . Ecroyd
(2 places) Mr. F . Bunting
Lancashire Mr. J .H . Fell
(1 place)
Mersey and Weaver Mr. J .S .  Bailey
(1 place)
2 . The Committee is requested to make the appointments for 1984-85.
Item Ho. 1 2
RP(1)B7
NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984 
LIAISON WITH SEA FISHERIES COMMITTEES
1. In a recent press release, the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries 
and Food commented on the need for better working relations between 
water authorities and sea fisheries committees. Two sea fisheries 
committees operate in the area covered by this Authority, the Cumbrian 
Committee north of Haverigg Point on the river Duddon estuary and the 
Lancashire and Western Committee south of that point.
2. The purpose of sea fisheries committees is to protect, regulate and 
develop fisheries within territorial waters in their district and 
to enforce legislation concerning fishing, fishing equipment, and 
pollution. However, their responsibilities do not cover salmon or 
migratory trout for which the Authority is responsible, and in the 
past there have been conflicts of interest in this matter.
3. Following discussions between the Chairman and the Chief Executive and 
Deputy Chairman of the Authority, the Chairman of this committee and 
senior officers, it was agreed that liaison meetings similar to those 
held with local fisheries interests would be the most satisfactory 
way of maintaining contact with the two sea fisheries committees 
and discussing problems. It has so far proved impossible to agree 
mutually convenient dates for meetings with the two Sea Fisheries 
Committees, but efforts to achieve this are continuing.
RF(2)A21
NORTH WEST WATER 
REGIONAL FISHERIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
18 JUNE 1984 
FISHERY BYLAWS
1. Fishery Bylaws made by the Authority on 12 October 1981 were confirmed 
by the Minister of Agriculture Fisheries and Food, with amendments, on 
23 February 1983 and 29 February 1984. A copy is attached.
2. Members are asked to note that bylaws 1 and 25 alter the requirements 
of the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act 1975 and can only be 
confirmed by the Minister after an Order has been made under Part V of 
the Act. Until then old bylaw 1 confirmed by the Minister on 18 May 
1977 will continue in force.
3. Bylaw 9(h) prohibits the use of nets in the river Wyre until 31 
December 1985. The Minister did not accept the original recommen­
dation from this Committee that the prohibition should extend until 6 
December 1989, but indicated his willingness to consider a further 
extension once the 1984 figures for fish stocks in the river Wyre were 
available.
4. In 1980 when the Fishery Bylaws were being reviewed it appeared likely 
that the Committee would wish to limit the use of gaffs, and at the 
meeting on 26 April 1982, the Regional Fisheries Officer recommended 
that their use be limited to the period 1 May to 31 August in any 
year. The Committee did not accept that recommendation so anglers are 
now entitled to use a gaff as auxiliary to a rod and line (section 
1(4), 1975 Act). The Committee is asked to confirm that this was the 
intention.
5. Temporary fishing bylaws for the River Lune (which are not included 
with these Bylaws) were originally made in September 1978 and provided 
for extended close seasons and times in 1980, 1981 and 1982. The 
Authority approved an extension of these temporary Bylaws in December 
1982 for 1983, 1984 and 1985 but due to a mis-print in the newspaper 
advertisement, the extensions were only confirmed for 1983 and 1984. 
The extension for 1985 has been re-advertised, and confirmation is 
expected shortly from the Minister.
